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rejected by Mr. Claud Mullins.1 In view of the not inconsider-
able differences between the recommendations of the American
Law Institute (A.L.I.) and those of the Circuit Judges, it is
essential to keep them separate when examining the matter.
Both Drafts have in common the proposal to set up a special
board with the duty, among others, to relieve the judges of
certain parts of their sentencing functions. Even leaving out all
points of merely technical interest or peculiar to the American
legal system,? there is, however, but little common ground with
regard to details :
Whereas the A.L.L's Draft is restricted to adolescent offenders
between 16 and 21, the Judges3 Report deals with adults as well.
On the other hand, the A.L.I. is much more radical than the
Judges. It leaves untouched only the power of the criminal
courts to deal with offences of the most serious character, i.e.,
mainly those for which the penalty, in the case of an adult, would
be death or life imprisonment, and with very petty transgressions.
For the bulk of offences, the A.L.I, scheme proposes the complete
transfer of the right to select a suitable sentence from the courts
to the "Youth Correction Authority" (Y.C.A.). In other
words, the judges shall no longer have power to send an adolescent
offender to prison, except for life, or even to place him on proba-
tion. The California Act does not go quite as far. Under it,
the courts are free to grant probation and to impose short prison
sentences up to ninety days. On the other hand, the age limit
of that Act is much wider as the Authority may accept for treat-
ment any boy or girl of Juvenile Court age up to the age of 23.3
The Judges' Bill distinguishes between adults and <c youth
offenders ", i.e., male persons under 24. For adults, the present
system of making probation orders and imposing death sentences
or prison sentences of no more than one year shall remain
unchanged. If, however, the judge regards a sentence of more
than one year as necessary he has to impose the maximum term
permitted by the statute, and it is only then that the adminis-
trative body which corresponds to the Y.C.A., here called Board
of Corrections, comes into operation. Within a period of no
1 Crime and Psychology (1943), PP- 2I3> 2I9*
2  The Judges' Scheme, for example, aims at Federal, the A.L.I.'s at State legis-
lation.
3 For reasons of expediency this was later reduced to 21.    On the work of the
California Youth Correction Authority during the first year of its existence, see
Karl Holton in The Correction of Touthful Offenders, pp. 655 et seq. and for the subse-
quent period the Report of the Assembly Fact-finding Committee on Correctional
Problems to California Legislature (1945).